
STUART T. PYLE CONSULTANT- WATER RESOURCES

September 21, 1996

Lester Snow, Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 9th Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, California, 95814

Subject= Water [IRe Efficiency Work Group--Definltion

Dear Lester:

H~r~ are some additional thoughts on the
at the September 20 BDAC meeting regarding the subjects being
considorQd under purviow of th~ Work Group.

I hope it is clear that I
subjects being treated under this Work Group. However( I find
tho organization of the materi~l ~onfuslng and misl~ad~ after
coming to understand that the intention of the effort is to deal
not only with urban and agricultural water u~ ~£fi~lency (water
conservation), but also with water markets, water transfers,

and r=¢y~ling,conJun~tlve
protection and incentives to make those processes work.

I was suggesting ~n my letter o£ August 30th that there should be
a sep~ranion betwee~ urban and agricultural water use efficiency
issues and the other, broader issues which I believe should
cla~3ified under a categDry of statewlde water management.
After llstening to the discussion on September 20th, it appears
that the statement of the Work Group’s assignment Is %nadequate
to express this broader water management function. The work
group seems to De named aZuer the tail, ~ot aZter the dog.

I~ appears to me that the i~e~t o£ t~is function ~n the overall
study is to deal with ~trategies for management, and reallocati0n

wauer supplles to meet competing urban,o~ demands from
agricultural and environmental water needs in the face of limited
supplies. The plannlng pro~ess is not being driven by
efficiency, but by other social goals.

! object to the use of the word "efficiency" as an o~erall term
to cover this whole field of water management. Efficiency is a
term used in scientific and economic fields to express a
relationship of original ~nputs to a derived function or its
benefits. It is expressed as a ratio of some physlcal or
monetary measurement. This might be fine here ~f there we;e the
capability to evaluate the place of water in ali three sectors--
urban, agrlcuiture and envlronmental--in terms of physical and
economic measurements.
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We can probably all agree that it is not feasible to measure the
benefits (positive or n~gat~ve) o£ allocating or reallocating
available and developed water supplies from agricultural uses to
urban and environmental purposes. Nevertheless, as I understand
your statement at Friday’s meeting, water conservation, water
transfers,and conjunctive use are considered part of improved
statewide water use efficiency. I’m not disagreeing with the
intent to =~allooato water or tha~ water uonservatlon should be
part of the plan. But I do disagree that the overall strategy
~hould be called "effi=iency". Some reasons~ we cannot
the social and environmental aspects of the strategy on the same
basis as for urban and agricultural water use which have
definite, me’asurable economic impacts; planning ~s not being done
to a~ompli~h goals with the lea~t water or =est,; an4 the term
is not generally descriptive of the o~erall strategy.

I think that the mission and purpose of this overall subject,
which I am calling stat~wld~ wut~ management, ~huuld b~
reanalyzed to. decide what strategies it should spell out in the
CALFbD process. Is water mmrketlng only going ~o show up as a
subheading under agricultural water use efficiency?

I propose~ at the September 20th meeting that many of the "tools"
included in the table attached to the water use efficiency status
report should be moved out of the agricultural sector column into
a new statewlde water management cat~gory. I still think

Where is it spelled out how a "tool" is tied to agricultural
water management objectives or to statewide water management
objectives? There seems to be no preceding presentation of the
problems, the needs, or the conditions that a tool is proposed to
fix in the agricultural efficient water use strategy paper. The
tools need a format that develops them as important.subjects, not
as subordinate to agricultural or urban water eff~czen~y.

I plan to attend the meeting of the Work Group on September 26
and will be happy to continue to explore this subject with you.

Stu ~yle

I

T~T~L
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